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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed 7/21/2008 has been entered. Claims 128-132, 134-137, 
155-162 have been amended. No claims have been added or cancelled, accordingly, 
claims 1 1 6-1 62 are pending in this office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 116-163 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
5,864,842 (hereinafter Pederson). 

As for claim 1 1 6 Pederson discloses: generating a set of SQL statements to 
query a first table and a second table (See column 4 lines 25-30), wherein the 
generating uses a relationship between the first table and the second table to construct 
the set of SQL statements, and the set of SQL statements comprises SQL statements 
other than a statement that joins the first and second tables querying the first table 
using the set of SQL statements to produce a result set (See column 4 lines 35-47); 
querying the second table using the set of SQL statements to produce a second result 
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set; and joining the result set and the second result set to produce a third result set 
(See column 4 lines 50-57). 

As for claim 1 1 7 the rejection of claim 1 1 6 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: a parent/child relationship between the first and second tables, wherein one 
of the first and second tables is a parent table, and if the first table is the parent table, 
the second table is a child table, and if the second table is the parent table, the first 
table is the child table (See figure 4). 

As for claim 1 1 8 the rejection of claim 11 7 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: querying the parent table using the set of SQL statements to produce the 
result set; and using the result set in constructing a second set of SQL statements to 
query the child table, wherein the second set of SQL statements comprises SQL 
statements other than a second statement that joins the second table to another table 
(See column 7 lines 15-25). 

As for claim 1 19 the rejection of claim 1 18 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: querying the child table using the second set of SQL statements to produce 
the second result set (See column 6 lines 40-50). 
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As for claim 120 the rejection of claim 1 19 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses returning the third result set as a result of the query of the first and second 
tables (See column 6 lines 40-50).: 

As for claim 121 the rejection of claim 1 18 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: the second set of SQL statements comprises: a query statement for selecting 
a record having a value of a foreign key field of the second table equal to a value of a 
target key field in the result set (See column 6 lines 30-45 ). 

As for claim 122 the rejection of claim 116 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: using the result set in constructing a second set of SQL statements to query 
the second table, wherein the second set of SQL statements comprises SQL 
statements other than a second statement that joins the second table to another table 
(See column 6 lines 35-50) 

As for claim 123 the rejection of claim 122 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: querying the second table using the second set of SQL statements to 
produce the second result set (See column 6 lines 40-50), 

As for claim 124 the rejection of claim 123 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: returning the third result set as a result of the query of the first and second 
tables 9See column 6 lines 35-55). 
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As for claim 125 the rejection of claim 122 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: a query statement for selecting a record having a value of a foreign key field 
of the second table equal to a value of a target key field in the result set (See column 7 
lines 5-15). 

As for claim 126 the rejection of claim 1 16 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: obtaining a search specification for the query of the first and second tables, 
wherein the set of SQL statements comprises a query statement to select a record from 
at least one of the first and second tables if the record satisfies the search specification 
(See column 6 lines 40-45). 

As for claim 127 the rejection of claim 126 is incorporated and further Pederson 
discloses: executing the set of SQL statements to produce the third result set; and 
returning the third result set in response to the search specification (See column 6 lines 
35-55). 

Claims 128 -163 are all either system or computer program product claims all 
comprising substantially the same limitations as claims 1 16-127 and are thus rejected 
for the same reasons as set forth in the rejection of claims 1 1 6-1 27. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/21/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues: 

In fact, one limitation that remains unaddressed reads: the set of SQL 
statements comprises SQL statements other than a statement that joins the first and 
second tables; ... "(Emphasis supplied) Pederson, in the cited portions or elsewhere, 
insofar as Applicants are able to discern, provides no teaching as to the implementation, 
use or benefits of a joinless query. No technology even comparable to ajoinless query, 
is shown, taught or even suggested by Pederson. As is demonstrated in the claims and 
the Specification, the claimed set of SQL statements comprises SQL statements other 
than a statement that joins the first and second tables. No such concepts can be found 
in Pederson. In fact, the splitting of an SQL query into steps can be interpreted as 
teaching away from the use of ajoinless query (the splitting of an SQL query into 
multiple steps (Step 24) being the antithesis of accomplishing the query in a one (or at 
least fewer) step(s)). At best, the query is performed iteratively, with each query 
resulting in a set of results that must then be merged to provide the desired results 
("Block 28 represents the IFP node 12 then merging the responses that come from the 
AMP nodes 12." (Pederson, col. 4, 1 1 . 53-54; Step 28 of Fig. 2). Thus, without the need 
to reach any other of Pederson's infirmities, Pederson's failure to show, teach or 
suggest a joinless SQL query that is performed by generating a set of SQL statements 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,703 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2166 

to query a first table and a second table, wherein the act of generating uses a 
relationship between the first table and the second table to construct the set of SQL 
statements, rather than an SQL statement that joins the first and second tables, proves 
to be a fatal flaw. 

Examiner responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded .Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their broadest 
reasonable interpretation in light of the specification. Interpretation of Claims-Broadest 
Reasonable Interpretation: During patent examination, the pending claims must be 
'given the broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' 
Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution and broad 
interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be 
interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 
1969). In this case the only requirement is that the Set of SQL states does not explicitly 
join the first and second table. The result set can and in fact are joined together later in 
the claim, so the claim cannot read that no joining takes place, In the case of the 
Pederson reference the tables are broken u and data accessing and comparison still 
occurs (See column 4 lines 35-45). 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leon J. Harper whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0759. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM - 4:00Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



LJH 

Leon J. Harper 
October 26, 2008 

/Hosain T Alarm/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2166 



